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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1) 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

1-1) Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 1-29 set forth non-functional descriptive material but fail to set forth 
physical structures or materials comprising of hardware or a combination of hardware 
and software within the technological arts (ie., a computer) to produce a "useful, 
concrete and tangible" result. For example, Claims 1 the "method" reads on a mental 
construct/abstract idea or at best a computer program, per se. The language such as 
"dynamic document" does not clearly define structural elements and are not tangibly 
embodied on a computer readable medium. Claims 1-29 are interpreted as software 
per se, abstract ideas or mental constructs and not tangibly embodied on a computer 
readable medium or hardware. 

C/a/7n Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2) The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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2-1) Claims 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 29 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Orr et al (US 5895476, 
issued Apr 20, 1999, see IDS). 

Regarding claim 1, 18, Orr teaches "providing ... template" (ie., dynamic 
document template)(col 2, line 59). 

Orr teaches "binding an ... template" (ie M content elements added based on the 
template)(col 7, lines 1 - 18)(ie., content rendered according to design description)(col 
8, lines 16-25). 

Regarding claim 2, Orr teaches "describing ... layout design" (ie., design 
description ... brochure layouts with photographs)(col 8, lines 15-54; fig 1a, 1b, 1c). 

Orr teaches "defining ... template" (ie., design engine)(col 8, lines 16-20)(ie., 
design description ... output specification ... reformatting ... automatically 
recalculating)(col 1, line 27 - col 2, line 8). 

Regarding claims 3, 12, 22, Orr teaches "defining a set ... document" (ie., OLE 
embedded objects or HTML page)(col 1, lines 40-45). 

Orr teaches "defining ... values" (ie., content elements)(col 1, line 30). 

Orr teaches "defining ... dynamic objects" (ie., design descriptions ... 
automatically integrate content OLE objects)(col 1, line 25 - col 2, line 22). 

Regarding claims 4, 15, 25, Orr teaches "data values ... media items" (ie., 
content may come from database or other sources)(col 7, lines 63-65)(ie., combinations 
of content ... media features)(col 5, lines 33-46). 
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Regarding claim 5, Orr teaches "providing a set ... type of said object" (ie., 
disparate file formats ... removing program specific formatting)(col 5, lines 50- 
57)(automatically performs document layout)(col 5, lines 35-40). 

Orr teaches "providing ... dynamic document" (ie., ... wide varity of distribution 
mechanism)(col 5, lines 35-45). 

Orr teaches "providing ... objects" (ie., user changes are automatically 
recalculated. The version prior to recalculation is a placeholder for the adjusted 
format/style)(col 5, line 65 - col 6, line 8). 

Regarding claim 7, 14, 24, Orr teaches "storage system ... actual item" (ie., 
content processing from a wide variety of resources ... disk)(col 5, lines 47-55)(content 
facet ... pointer to a text string containing text)(col 16, lines 65-67). 

Regarding claim 10, Orr teaches "amending ... logic plan" (ie., three-way 
separation of content, design, media allows layout of content into intelligent dynamic 
document templates. On can modify the template without modifying the overall design 
logic)(col 2, lines 50-67). 

Regarding claims 11, 21, Orr teaches "logic section" (ie., logical construction of 
a document)(col 12, lines 9-20). 

Orr teaches "layout section ... object" (ie., OLE objects ... document layout)(col 
5, lines 30-45)(content elements are added in a location)(col 7, lines 1-10). 

Regarding claims 17, 29, Orr teaches "providing a set ... type of said object" 
(ie., disparate file formats ... removing program specific formatting )(col 5, lines 50- 
57)(automatically performs document layout)(col 5, lines 35-40). 
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Regarding claim 19, Orr teaches "plurality of pointers ... sources" (ie., content 
from multiple sources ...)(col 2, lines 55-60). 

Regarding claim 20, Orr teaches "data sources ... media items" (ie., content 
may come from database or other sources)(col 7, lines 63-65)(ie., combinations of 
content ... media features)(col 5, lines 33-46). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3) The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3-1) Claims 6, 13, 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Orr et al (as cited above), in view of U (US 6725227, filed Nov 2, 1998). 

Regarding claims 6, 13, 23, Orr does not expressly teach, but Li teaches "set of 
rules ... Relational Algebra" (ie., Relational Algebra)(col 9, line 23). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Orr to include Relational Algebra as taught by Li, providing the 
benefit of managing Web and intranet documents efficiently where users store 
documents contents in databases and structures and users can create and logically 
combine physical or logical databases for visually and organizing documents (Li, col 1, 
line 65 - col 2, line 26). 
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3-2) Claims 8, 9, 16, 26, 27, 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Orr et al (as cited above), in view of Poole et al (US 6006242, 
issued Dec 21, 1999, see IDS). 

Regarding claims 8, 16, 26, Orr does not expressly teach, but Poole teaches 
"Relational Database tables" (ie., conventional relational database scheme ... table of 
rules with boilerplate clauses)(col 1 , lines 40-50). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Orr to include a relation database scheme as taught by Poole, 
providing the benefit of an apparatus and method for dynamically constructing electronic 
and printable documents and forms (Poole, Abstract section). 

Regarding claims 9, 27, Orr does not expressly teach, but Poole teaches 
"assigning ... tables" (ie., conventional relational database scheme ... table of rules with 
boilerplate clauses)(col 1, lines 40-50). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Orr to include matching database tables with boilerplate clauses as 
taught by Poole, providing the benefit of an apparatus and method for dynamically 
constructing electronic and printable documents and forms (Poole, Abstract section). 

Regarding claim 28, Orr teaches "instances sets ... database tables" (ie., 
content may come from sources other than a database)(col 7, lines 63-65). 

Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gautam Sain whose telephone number is 703-305- 
8777. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Feild can be reached on (703)305-9792. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




